


Jto Lesar 
CTIA 



1735 Highland :l., jr 25 
i'erkeley, Ca. 9^709 
u’laio I'ir, 1971 



Dear clJa, 

Iha-Tfcy's law ?b strikes agalni Just write a letter noitlonlnG that 
seme pronlsed item has not bean sentf and It vill tuxn up vitliin two days* 

Soi I thank you for the package containing the l-Jardian speech, the Pay 
decision, and the FB* mrno? also, yoiar letter of c^une 3 and the 27 pages 
to ccaploto ny file of the recently released CD's* 

Just one minor ixjint on tho CD’st CD- 1035(1) is actually the last page 
of tho report uhidi is CD 10C5(k)? that is it has tho sane title in tho 
Dasic list, rnls is oridmtly a clerical error ty the Camicsion staff, as was 
the sop-arato listing of it 6l (x&ich is CZ; uO). 

I sleep better at ni(^t knowing there are men like Hardian in the Justice 
Deper-tnent. This kind of spoedi - presunably written xAthout tho aid of tho 
Doparttwnt’s best writers - is quite xweallng of tho kind of thialdng done by' 
^pur loaders, 'hi tho spooifio question of Juotifyins nore Intelligonoo 
gathering to prevent assassinations, there is one important distinction ho 
nissod. i tliink tlie iarren 'ksaoission was probably wrong to sugsost that ocaae 
Qzponslon of tho scope of fecret :iar/ioo activities ni^t ha\-o preuentod Uie 
assaaoinatioa, Zho K; was osscmtially concamed witli nuts, and I tlilnl: that is 
proper, if tho xrooidont is ecqxjcod to the publib, no amount of intelligence 
pathoring is going to protect hin from a serlouc, clever, and carefiil :x>litcally- 
orlontod assassination attoapt. That is iri:y liardian's cements on tho RP’K 
assasalnatlon (page 6) don’t niake much sense. hat aigttst ni^t the F3I have 

added In tho way of rroteoticn if they had been at tho /mbassedor rally (and is 
Phurdian atbiltting they vnro there)? I?FK had no lack of physical bo't'guards. 

And I don't recall anyono saying, as Mardian claims, that the authorities ahcnld 
fiave known about firhan, 

Haric you very nudi for sending no tho rasno on tho BBI and the assassination* 
I will give you jv specific occnacnts first. "X99"' means 1 an refoiring to tho 
sentence covered by footnote 99. ^ 

?I5? not quite corroct. Compare I.’3 j at Pod that PZ3I ro;.x)rt is described as 
*of prlncip41 iapocrtanco. ■' Also, I thinlo a cou|ilo of erfilbit pages frer. tliose 
reports wcaro vnbiished. tl6 is also incorrect. I and otiiors *«/oro after these 
r^MTts boforo tlioy wore released. CD 1 was first disclosed by tpstoln, '.eisborg, 
and Halandria in 1966 and got quite wide press attention, as 1 recall. 

;.10. 'This Incorrectly suggests that tho Ffl refxsod this infoemation 
to the Camioston, tJhich simply never asked for it. 

nil; : ^walc! have to dig up tho roferonco, bJUt 1 an pretty sure that a 
neutron activation analysis was oventuaH'' done. 

1;12; I suppose :,-ou know that it's a lot -rorso than you Indicate hero. 

1 have done at least one meco on the Hosty noteboolc entry tliat ^ould be In 
your files alroadi'. 

Iil3“lt. True, but Z can prove to you that tho Cennission asked for all tho 
Junk that they got, and tluxt the FBI c'.-en pretendod that they did not wont to 
waste the Comission's tine with such things. More to tho point is that tho FBI 
rnaHa no real attocipt to provide meaningful indexes, separate out tho Junk, oto.i 
they made mastorful use of the protence that they vwre onlj' gathering facts, not 
making e\'aluations. Recall how much more uselbl the focret fervico reports arc 
In general. And recall hoar Uoover used this ploy in the blent .Ttate affair, 

" KI 5 . I thought this was routine and Innocent - discoloration for fingerprint 
testing. 
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I sluqxly don't believe tlerlna on this. The nicroflla photos of 
the evidence taken, I believe, quite soon after the assassination diow this 
photo vrlt!i the hole, CD 102. 

2, ooet.lm 5, Df you aro talnlatlns ctorios lUte this, i would certainly 
S3 add tho qiiestion of tho radio los transcripts, ’hat tho F31 had the nerve to 
call a eorroctod tranacriot T'Ris nothing of tho sort. 3io dipllcato tapes that 
wore node early (peeanaV-ly V^ore tho original dicta:iiono bolts got woin down) 

'//oro not usod, and cani'.ot bo located now, 

“. 3» section 3 - are you suggesting this was unusual j 

r, 4, section 4, ihoro is far nore slgnif icanas to this report than you have 
suggested. lolleve you have ser/aral of r^r nenos i&ich aro reior.-ant. I have 
^^d a copy of Uxo roiaort itself since October 19^7 » and an aaklng use of it* in 
connection xfith soveral of my ;>ending Freodon of Infoasiatlan requests. - can 
send yw a cory if you want it, but Z xrould fust as soon not have anyone :nalco a 
fuss aoout it, Bspec ? all y if he nas not studiod it and its baok^ound as as 
i have. 

r. 4, section 5. Hoover’s ajxcuso - as prosonted infomallg' to the arren 
Dannlssicsx - was tliat the tv;o nissing ro'Dorts you cUbod ^sorc not in tixat file 
'^cauoo thoj’ had^ difforent titles, and the infornatlon In tlxea is in tlie file (wlxlch 
no^^truo/. liiat may be the truth, but tho should liax'o given tixo Comission 
all files wit'i any wforonco to -suald. 1 assune they have an effootivo cross- 
Indojdng s^sten, ,Uso xiissing firon the list in CE C34, and harder to explain 
imoconUy, is at least ono photograph of a letter written by Ostrald to the 7?CC 
before tho asoassinaiion. (foo ry neno of April C, 19?1.) 1 an fairly sure 

thot tho file was ixirgod before it was listed for tlie Oomission, 

2io issue of hoix nuch the F3I node available to tlio Ccmissicjn figures in one 
of the .^oedon of Jifomation roquosts listed in lay Icttor of Juno 9 to you (,? 4). 

It has just boon denied, and I irould really appreciate i^our help xtith sfy ap’jeol, if 
PT3U have the tine. 

Jectioa »j. Jood poiixt; I !iad not noticed that contradiction before. I suspwet 
tixat iioovoi* map" luxvo fallen back on a soaantic evasion - a r>erson who was being 
carried on tiio boolis as a potential informant was not considered an infornant.^ ihat 
was xilriost certainly tlxo case with Ihibv . (sic) 

-ago 5, section 1; it’s a long story, but I tend to boliovo hosty hero. 

The .C ha-'/o nissod tho point in you clto in section 2; what the F3I did 
was suspicious but not noccssarily for tliat reason.' 

^ ^ 301*0 geioral cccncntsi After what I had hoard, I was -xleasantly 

surprisod by tlxis jnorio. I would certainly not question the honest Intent of 
whoovor prepared at. .Jxllo thoro aro sone inaocurados, Z ssi sux?e that any 

neno I me or anyone elso tried to put together In a short tine would liavo 
qulto a fotr earrora also. Oxite a fo»r sections had good obsoirvatlons xtfilcli ~ 
rrc-vd.ously nissod. 

ithont taldng the tine to go bad: o’ser the cormonts Harold sent no, 1 do 
■wuit to orqiross opinion that iio uas not justified in junplxig on you (and the 
neno) u ho apparently did. Howevor, I recall that ho made soveral gaxeral 
criticiaras along tho sane lines as rJno, which follow: 

First, unless there xms soexe cKtreno tine pressure, thia sort of thing 
dxould Iiavo be«x available to ico, liarold, and otlxers before being used, (I thinlc 
I am actually a moebor of tho CTIA . ) At tho '/ery least wo could have cloarod u? 
sooe of tho xsinor errors. As for nalcins it available to Doggs, ny ■cresent reaction 
is qulto nosativo. :-jy first Inpresslon of Boggii outburst was favora'.iLe, but he 
ee«as to have ccrao up with nothing. Is there saaotMeg in the -ou**lana air that 
rota tho nlnd? roes the Ilapoleonlc coda have different kinds of logic In it? ioggs 
re n l nda no of Garrison, and ono of tho Long clan whoa I bk saw on TV esqxlalzxlng 
Garrison’s ".01910c " code. We (i.e., tho good sut guys) slnply do not need 
like that, especially against tho FBI. It is true that most of tlxo charges In the 
0*10 against the FBI aro, or oan bo made to seen, charges against the Coanissicn, 
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I have spent inuch stu^jring F3I-Ccoalsslcn oonmunlcatlons, especially 
In "sensitive “ areast and one Inpresslan cooes veary stranolyi Hocver 

was positively brilliant in writing a record to protect hlm ael f « I know 
hotf he deceived the Cocnissiant but I can also iicnt you letters £rcia Hanldn 
ehioh thank bin prafusely Tor never refusing a request from the Cccmlssion - 
and that is accurate. For aacanploi In one sensitive casoi I suspect (but can 
not quite prove) that the dirty work - tuming off a suspicious staff nauber - 
was dene by '..illens» the JC’s "llason" with the Co cna issian - and Hoover cane 
out looking clean. I assizoo you read llavasky's article in the Atlantic sooe 
nonths back about Hooveri RFK| and IILK. A very good artldet and aandddbis 
;.vavorythlng he pointed a cut about lioovar's t:;etho<^ sounded Just like the F31 
we all know about. Ixaggs would bo crary to take on the FBI with anything loss 
than a 100)» solid casOf lailess he were willing to go Into detail about the 
fine points of bureaucratic buck-passing - and that wouldn't make him look good 
(or even defensible) In the press. 

Althouj^ it does not apjxLy to this memot I would like to soy that sone of 
the present and past direct^s of the CTIA have cone up with some of the most 
incredible nonsense nasqueradlng as fact. I hope that j-ou share my strong bias 
'-'that, despite any favoafable first reactions, such activities are counter-productive 
and ^ould be avoided; In particular, the "'facts*' should be discussed by 
loiowledgeable people before anycne Jumps to a oonolu sion . 

I don't like to spend too nieh tlsie debating things that have already been 
done, so I haven't gone Into all ny opinions on tills meno, the ohaarges that have 
been mode against it, etc. If 1± it is not a dead issue, hoiwver, I would like 
to be kept Infomed. 



Sincerely yours. 




real L« Hoch 



oci HI-.' 






